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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is in response to Applicant's amendment filed on 20 
November 2003. 

Status of Claims 

2. Claims 1-23 have been left as originally filed. Claims 24-29 have been added. 
Therefore, claims 1-29 are under prosecution in this application. 



Summary of this Office Action 
3. Applicants' amendment filed on 20 November 2003 have been fully considered, 
and discussed in the next section below or within the following rejection. Claims 1-29 
are rejected as being unpatentable over the art cited below, and Applicants' request for 
allowance is respectfully denied. 



Response to Applicants' Amendment 
4. The Examiner acknowledges Applicant's arguments in the remarks with respect 
to the 35 U.S.C. § 103 of Downing U.S. 5,963,674 in view of Risafi U.S. 6,473,500 and 
withdraws the rejection as stated in the previous office action. Any arguments with 
respect to the claims are considered moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 103 



1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be 
found in a prior Office action. 

3. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 



4. Claims 1, 8, 14, 18 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Phillips et al. (hereinafter Phillips) U.S. Patent 6,615,189 in view of Ito 
et al. (hereinafter Ito) U.S. Patent 6,039,250. 
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Regarding independent claims 1, 8, 14, 18 and 24, Phillips teaches a system and 
method for transferring funds comprising, collecting a sum of money, via a money- 
transfer company, from a customer for transfer to a beneficiary, activating one of said 
money pick-up devices and generating a corresponding personal code, via said distributor 
and said money-transfer company, giving the beneficiary an activated one of said money 
pick-up devices and a corresponding personal code; and operating one of said money 
dispensing machines to collect said sum of money via said beneficiary using said 
activated one of said money pick-up devices and said corresponding personal code 
(column 4, lines 1-45). Phillips fails to teach, providing a beneficiary with a unique 
device pick-up code, presenting the code to a distributor and activating the money pick- 
up device based on the pick-up code. Downing teaches a fund transfer system in which a 
beneficiary is supplied with a pick-up code and the pick-up code is presented to an ATM 
machine to obtain the fund transfer. It would be obvious to someone of ordinary skill in 
the art, that the teachings of Phillips comprising that an activated money pick-up device 
is supplied directly to the beneficiary, could be modified to include teachings of Downing 
in which the beneficiary needs a defined pick-up code to obtain the desired funds left by 
the customer. Thus requiring the beneficiary in Phillips to supply a specific pick-up code 
before the distributor sends the card. There is sufficient motivation to combine the 
teachings of Downing with the teachings of Phillips, both inventions deal with the 
transferring of funds to a beneficiary. While Phillips teaches that the beneficiary is 
supplied with a card to access the funds, Downing teaches that a "card is not required" 
(column 13, lines 51-54), however Downing mentions that the system can be 
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incorporated on conventional ATM's, thus requiring the beneficiary to use a form of 
credit, debit, or IC card to obtain the money transfer. 

Claims 2-7, 9-13, 15-17, 19-23 and 25-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Phillips et al. (hereinafter Phillips) U.S. Patent 6,615,189 in view 
of Ito et al. (hereinafter Ito) U.S. Patent 6,039,250 in further view of Risafi et al. 
(hereinafter Risafi) U.S. Patent 6,473,500. 

Claims 2, 9, 25, 27 and 29, Phillips teaches the activation of a card obtained from 
a distributor via a telephone (column 4, lines 17-30. Both Phillips and Ito fail to teach 
characteristics of activating and assigning PIN to be used in conjunction with the card. It 
would be obvious to someone of ordinary skill in the art that the teachings of both 
Phillips and Ito could be modified to include the teachings of Risafi, because Risafi 
discloses a fund transfer method in which a beneficiary is supplied with a money-pick up 
device to be used in money dispensing terminals. Risafi does not disclose if the customer 
or the distributor supplies the card loaded for the beneficiary but it is reasonable to 
assume that either may provide the beneficiary with the card to obtain the transfer of 
funds. Risafi teaches that the card activation step includes transmitting PIN from the 
distributor to the processing center, and then transmits another PIN from the processing 
center back to the distributor (column 4, line 61 thru column 5 line 10). 



Claims 3 and 10, Risafi teaches sending unique device identification during the 
transmitting of the unique device pick-up code (column 4, line 61 thru column 5 line 10). 
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Claims 4 and 1 1, Risafi teaches distributor identification is sent to the processing 
center (column 16, lines 1 1-32 and Figure 4). 

Claims 5, 12 and 15, Risafi teaches that the step of transmitting the unique device 
pick-up code includes transmitting signals form the distributor to the processing center 
via a telephone network and the step of transmitting the distributor identification includes 
transmitting a number identification to the processing center (column 16, lines 1 1-32). 

Claims 6, 13 and 16, activating the card requires that the number identification be 
matched prior to transmitting the PIN from the processing center back to the customer 
(column 16, lines 11-32). 

Claims 7 and 17, Risafi teaches that the money dispensing machines are ATM 
machines and providing the recipient with a money pick-up device provides the recipient 
with an ATM card having a magnetic stripe (Figure 3) and personal identification number 
(column 6, lines 36-64). 

Claims 19, 20 and 26, Ito teaches identifying the beneficiary by the customer and 
requires a fund pick up number that is provided by the customer (column 5, lines 28-40). 

Claim 21, Risafi teaches providing the recipient with a PIN after receipt of the 
fund pickup number by the distributor and the dispensing money step is carried out only 
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upon receipt by the money dispensing machine of the personal code (column 6, line 38 
thru column 7 line 18). 

Claim 22, Risafi teaches supplying the activated card to the recipient (column 4, 
line 61 thru column 5, line 10). 

Claim 23, Risafi teaches that the fund pickup number may be communicated 
between a recipient and a network of agents or distributors (column 3, line 53 thru 
column 4, line 16). 

Claim 28, Phillips teaches supplying the activated money pick-up device to the 
beneficiary (column 4, lines 1-9). 



applicant's disclosure. 

a) Walker et al., US Patent 5,949,044 Sept. 7, 1999. Method and apparatus for 
funds and credit line transfers. 

b) Hilt et al, US Patent 6,408,284 Jun. 18, 2002. Electronic bill pay system for 
consumers to generate messages directing financial institutions to pay a toiler's 
bill. 

c) O'Leary et al., US Patent 6,609,1 13 Aug. 19, 2003. Method and system for 
processing internet payments using the electronic funds transfer network. 



Conclusion 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
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d) McDonald et al, US Patent 6,648,222 Nov. 18, 2003. Internet-based zero 
intrinsic value smart cards with value data accessed in real time from remote 
database. 

e) Levine et al., US RE38,255 Sep. 23, 2003. Method and apparatus for 
distributing currency. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Stefano Karmis whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
8130. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F: 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vincent Millin can be reached on (703) 308-1065. The fax phone numbers 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 305-7687 
for regular communications and (703) 305-7687 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 306- 



1113. 




Respectfully Submitted 
Stefano Karmis 
February 2, 2004 




